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REMARKS 

Objection to Title 

We have amended the title so as to be more indicative of the invention to which the 
claims are directed. 
New Claim 

We have added dependent claim 13. 
Prior Art Rejections 

Claims 1, 5, 6, and 8 

The Examiner rejected claims 1-12 under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over the 
admitted prior art ("APA") (e.g., FIG. 1 of the application) in view of Au (US 6,489,805). The 
Examiner acknowledges that the APA does not disclose the access circuit transfer data to and 
from buffer memory in a plurality of access data units, that the decoder generates a data unit 
designation signal for designating one of the access data units in accordance with the address 
data, and that the interface circuit accesses the memory buffer in the data unit designated by the 
data unit designation signal. The Examiner asserts that Au discloses the features not disclosed in 
the admitted prior art, and asserts that it would have been obvious of one of ordinary skill in the 
art to further incorporate the Au teaching into that of the APA, because they are both in the same 
field of buffer memory accessing art. We disagree. 

The APA is directed to an access circuit used in an optical disc recording-reproducing 
device. See page 1, lines 16-18 of the specification. Unlike the APA, Au is directed to a FIFO 
memory used in a buffer between two communication devices running asynchronously. See col. 
1, lines 16-18 of Au. We submit that a person of skill in the art would not look to a reference 
directed to a FIFO memory to modify an optical disc recording device as taught by APA. It 
would be difficult to combine the APA and Au to achieve the access circuit of amended claims 1 , 
5, 6, and 8. Note that Au does not disclose or suggest an access circuit for an optical recording- 
reproducing device. Therefore, the proposed combination of the APA with Au is improper, and 
claim 1 is patentable over the APA in view of Au for at least this reason. 
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Additionally, even for the sake of argument if the combination of the APA and Au were 
proper, we submit that neither the APA nor Au, separately or in any proper combination disclose 
an access circuit configured to transfer digital data to and from a control circuit in a 
predetermined access data unit and transferring digital data to and from a buffer memory in a 
plurality of access data units, as recited in amended claims 1, 5, 6, and 8. Furthermore, neither 
APA nor Au disclose a decoder for decoding address data generated by the control circuit. 

The access circuit is configured to transfer digital data to and from the buffer memory in 
various access data units. The APA and Au fail to disclose or suggest an access circuit capable 
of transferring data to and from the buffer memory in various access data units. 

Au discloses a FIFO memory from which data is read in various packet sizes, such as a 
byte (9 bits), a word (18 bits), and a long word (36 bits). However, Au does not disclose or 
suggest transferring data to the FIFO memory in various packet sizes. Rather, Au merely 
discloses writing data in a fixed data packet size (36 bits). See Fig. lb. 

A combination of the references does not satisfy the recitations of amended claims 1,5, 
6, and 8 because none of the references disclose transferring data to a buffer memory in various 
access data units. Therefore claims 1, 5, 6, and 8 are patentable over the APA in view of Au for 
at least this reason. 

All of the dependent claims are patentable for at least the reasons for which the 
independent claims from which they depend are patentable. Any circumstance in which the 
applicant has (a) addressed certain comments of the Examiner does not mean that the applicant 
concedes other comments of the Examiner, (b) made arguments for the patentability of some 
claims does not mean that there are not other good reasons for patentability of those claims and 
other claims, or (c) amended or canceled a claim does not mean that the applicant concedes any 
of the Examiner's positions with respect to that claim or other claims. 

No fee is believed to be due. Please apply any other charges or credits to deposit 
account 06-1050, referencing Attorney Docket Number 10449-072001. 
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Respectfully submitted, 
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